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ABSTRACT 
Site 
of B.C. is 
to 2090 B.P. Likewise, in view of 
the corrected the site's position in the 
Late Prehistoric period is examined. 
Woodland component 
essentially 
component. 
Since completion the Lyman 
Site 
Early 
Brose (1971) 
Woodland 
a hunting 
camp, a few miles of the 
Lyman Site. Of the 2 points recov­
ered by one closely 
resembles Dragoo's 
type; the other is a rather undiag­
nostic point that might be classified 
as Archaic if found in a surface 
collection as easily be 
Woodland. 
Further Adena-like 
Woodland components in this 
part of northeastern Ohio is noted 
by Shane (1967), particularly at the 
Mohawk Park Rock Shelter, a "lost" 
site in Geauga County, and the 
Chagrin Falls Mound 1. 
also turns up in sur­
collections (KaImert 1968). 
Shane has placed these various com­
ponents in his Leimbach Phase of the 
ubiquitous "Scioto Tradition," whi~h 
might an ohlO 
Woodland tradition. 
Nomenclature the radiocar­
bon date from the Lyman earth­
works IS particularly interest~ng 
because it favorably Wlth 
the dates available from 
Leimbach Site (Shane 1967; Ogden 
and Hay 1969). The Site 
has yielded radiocarbon of 
520 B.C., 510 B.C., A.D. 15. 
Shane all 3 as 
within and does 
not years as a 
long term occupation of a 
component site. 
interesting is that both 
Leimbach and Lyman occupy 
[jed hilltops which always been 
considered typical Late Prehistoric 
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"Whittlesey Focus" components. The 
have 
and 
based upon 
the inner is the 
first substantial proof that at least 
some of the "Whittlesey" hilltop 
are Woodland in age. 
Although ( rejects the 
possibility the northern 
forts are Early Woodland, all 
those studied by him yielded 
major Woodland Leimbach 
components. Further, Shane does 
emphasize the 0 c currence of 
Leimbach sites on 
easily fortified hilltops, in contrast 
with sites of Adena phase in 
southern Ohio. 
Shane (1967) suggests that the 
or fortified 
Late Woodland in dating 
A.D. 600-800. The only evidence 
this is the 
rence Late 
incorporated in 
at Burrell Fort, Lorain County. 
Specifically, Shane rerorts 
of a "Burrel phase 
and 2 Mixter 
sherds, along with an unreported 
number of thin, grit-tempered, cord­
marked sherds, and a broken, 
notes that 
types Mixter Cordmarked 
and Leimbach Cordmarked are 
generally distinguishable only on 
the of rim 
former type seems to be same as 
"Burrell Phase" pottery, which he 
considers a derivative of Early 
Woodland Cordmarked. 
Even these rim types, 
seem to be on rather minute 
and variable distinctions which are 
not confined to one 
Without denying 

these 2 rim sherd 

certainly without any to 
disparage attempts at refinement in 
Woodland ceramic 
to 
only 
himself remarks of 
shcrds "although sherds 
classified in the Scioto 
the 
notched "Burrell Phase 
seem to be particularly 
of a Late Woodland 
for the Fort. 
It is curious that specifically 
a:S:Slj!lI:S an the hilltop forts studied 
to his Late Woodland 
" with exception 
of earthworks on the 
Leimbach site. may due in 
part to his obvious desire to regard 
Leimbach as a pure Early Woodland 
Although Shane 
nizes the of a Late 
land component at Leimbach, is 
able to write that midden 
deposition during a single 
phase. With exception 
a small number of obviously intrusive 
items such as triangular projectile 
and sherds, the 
only artifacts 
affiliation. " 
This statement is contradictory, for 
an Early Woodland midden cannot 
contain Late 
ously intrusive" articles, it may 
contain intrusive material is not 
so 
In any case, all of 
hill top forts with the 
notable 
contains both an Woodland 
and a Late Woodland component. 
an Woodland and a 
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Late component and 
yielded only reliable' radiocarbon 
date based upon material from an 
that 
~ 	 ~ 
part 
ponent at 
turn suggests that at least some of 
the other "Whittlesey forts" are also 
Woodland. 
is no reason 
such earthworks could not 
continued the Woodland 
time has never been 
sufficient reason for lumping all of 
the earthworks into the "Whittlesey 
Focus." is reason to 
place them in the Late Woodland 
"Burrell Phase" of the so-called 
Tradition. on· the 
considerable evidence to 
the possibility that many 
are a the Wood­
land components which so frequently 
are found on this type of site in 
northern Ohio. 
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